Questionnaires were completed on randomly selected pupils. The aim of this study was to evaluate a short-term prevention orientated cognitive-behavioural intervention which focusses on conduct disordered pupils •
between observers on this item was not any better than that that would have been expected by chance.
Thus, the nine iteas with either non-significant inter-rater or test-retest kappa statistics were excluded from further analyses. Notwithstanding the low kappa values, the remaining 26 items with both significant inter-rater and test-retest kappa (p < .005) were considered reliable enough to use in future analyses.
Construct Validity and Internal Consistency Sample
This sample consisted of 179 clinically referred children. The sample was composed mainly of boys aged 10 to 13 years.
Construct Validity
The 26 items with significant inter-rater (p < .005) and retest reliability were subjected to a principal components factor analysis and varimax rotation using the BNDP statistical package (P4M) (11) . This procedure allows the delineation of the nature and number of dimensions which underlie respondents' views of child behaviour (12) . 165 cases had complete data. Thus, the response to variable ratio was 6.4:1, a ratio deemed acceptable in previous research (13, 14) . This method identified five factors with eigenvalues greater than 1. These five factors accounted for 40X, 13X, 7%, 5X, 4X, respectively, of the total variance. Thus, these five factors accounted for 69X of the total variance, a proportion which has been deemed acceptable in previous research 
INTRODUCTION
The aim of this study was to evaluate a short-term prevention orientated cognitive-behavioural intervention which focusses on the conduct disordered group as its target population.
A number of issues highlight the need for intervention into childhood behavioural problems and in particular conduct disorders. These include the relative high prevalence of these types of disorders (30) Table 7 . Analysis was conducted using the BNOP (4F) statistical package (11).
TABLE 7
Experimental (n=53l ARC (X) 10 Results are shown in Table 8 . Thus, maths teachers also failed to report a decrease in negative behaviour in experimental pupils. Statistics are shown in Table 9 . The methodology employed in the present study is an improvement on that used in previous research, which has been characterized by lack of control groups and follow-up testing and the use of non-clinical samples (36, 37) . In addition the examined intervention aimed at improving children's overall sense of competence, differing from previous interventions which targetted explicit and isolated skills (53).
The current research however, appears to support previous studies which fail to indicate global improvements in maintenance and generalisation as a result of cognitive behaviour therapy (36) .
To summarise the results: First, parents of experimental children did not reported a non-significant improvement in social competence compared with control group parents. Similarly, a non-significant decrease in problem behaviour was noted.
Second, while there was no statistically significant improvement in experimental group academic scores there was a non-significant trend for the experimental group to improve in comparison to the control group at 6 month follow-up in maths skills. No significant improvement relative to the control group was noted for self-reported behaviour. Thus for pupil measures, while a minor improvement is noted, this does not generalise to both academic and behavioural domains.
Results from the Teacher Report Form fail to indicate an improvement relative to the control group in teachers perceptions of school performance and general functioning. Alternatively, a short term deterioration in behaviour relative to that of the control group is noted.
Similarly, for the Endeavour Rating Scale, Maths and English teachers do not improve their opinion of the pupils' behaviour relative to the control group nor describe pupils in less negative terms. In addition, there was no significant difference between groups in negative behaviour as indicated in the total behaviour score. However, there was a non-significant trend for the behaviour scores given by Maths teachers to the experimental group to be better than those given to the control groups.
Thus, experimental group pupils' general behaviour (as measured by the Teachers' Report) appears to be worse in the short term than that of the control group. Alternatively a non-significant improvement is noted in the short term in more specific conduct (as measured by the Endeavour Behaviour Rating Scale total behaviour score). Again, the behavioural change does not generalise to broad behaviours.
These results suggest a number of modifications which might be incorporated into future cognitive behaviour interventions for conduct disordered pupils.
These are listed below.
1.
Firstly, it is important that selection criteria for participants in intervention programmes be established and then followed. It is suggested that pupils be tested before entry to ensure that those who fail to meet criteria can be excluded and referred to more suitable agencies. 
It is suggested that teachers

4.
It is recommended that interventions incoporate intensive programming for generalisation. While the Endeavour Centre aimed to achieve this, the results suggest that in the short term, pupils were not prepared for return to school.
